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of the species as a legislative power is as it were an equation for the curve of life. But with them the equation not only determined but described the path of the curve.
To this also we gladly subscribe : but it does not seem to us so very new. We remember, for instance, that the problem "how to come from idea to matter " weighed heavily on Reil.
What Lotze really means in general is this : the formative impulse can never " explain " anything, as here the cc law" is lacking. At the most, it classifies.
What then is meant by " explain " and by the " law " ? Lotze is probably thinking of quantitative laws ; but where are they to come from when the substance is not quantitative ? And what else is meant by the " explanation of events " than their subsumption under appropriate schemata ? This, indeed, is our opinion, and Lotze is here preoccupied with the intentions of mechanistic physics.
When Lotze goes on to say that the regulative element in the processes of life is no proof of Vitalism, since it is not always present, he is guilty of a confusion too often made even to-day. A series of facts can only serve as proof where it occurs, and never where it does not occur. I cannot study optics in a dark cave, without the aid of a light. Only when a series of facts actually occurs can the question of its validity as a proof arise.
But when Lotze sets the occurrence of " monstra " in the scale against Vitalism, and speaks of the " horrible " creations achieved by the liberation of mechanism, we can only reply that Blumenbach